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Maj ority Report That Recommends

' ‘A perusal of the eyidence, which ac-
companies this report, will eatisty the
jolnt Assembly thal a patlent and enre-
Tul {nvestigatlon of the charges agnlnst
Judga Tthen haa been made; that every

witnessy named by Henator Noel was
promptly summaned ab the expenso af
the Stale: that every reasonable In-
dulgence was allowed, apd that, in
many fnatances, the strict rules of evi-
donce were relaxed; and the comimit
ten now submits Its findings on the
¥avaral charges In the order in which
they are msa. except thiat relating to
the Scoft counly ballot, which will be
taken up just before that relating to
the clection of 1502,
Charge First.

41, In the year 1880 or 1800 a
movement wos [naugurated to cs-
tubllsh a corporation court for the
“Aown of Hristol, Vi. Judge Rhen
wig at the head of this movement.
Under the law such a court could
not bo established unlesg there wos
a5 many ag 5000 inhabitants In n
tawrn. rovislon was  made for
taking the consua of Bristol, Judge

Tthen had chnrge of the taking of
The mald consus was

ently taken, and tesulted
in the report that thera were mora
than 0,000 fnhabitants in Bristel

A Corporation Court was according-
1¥ estapligshed for Bristel, and W.
. Rhew was elected judge there-

of.
“T chinrge that thers wers not
more than 2,040 inhithitants, as was
shown by the United States cendud,
of 1500, and that Judge Rhea well
knew at that time that ths een-

‘sus first above referrved to was

taken that thers were mot any-

thing Jlke as many as 5000 inhabl-
tants In Bristol, and was a party
to the freudulent taking thereof,
or it least knew that the same
had teen talken fraudulently; but
he, nevertheless, accepted the hene-

#it theraaf, and accepted the lndge-

rhip of tha sald court, which was

establlshed pursuant to sald
fraudlent census’

The evidence shows that In the lat-
ter part of 1889 a movement was get
on foot In the town of Goodson to
chango its namo to Bristol and es-
tablish = Carporation Court,  which
rould only be dons when the population
numbered as many as 5,000, At that
time, ones of tha most wonderful
movements cver experienced In Vir-
ginia was In progrese; towne wers lald
off mt every avallabla place and peo-
ple wera asized with a manla for in-
vestment In, town Jots Everything
wag on A boam, and even congprvilive
peopla were swept off thelr feet by
the tlde of what seemed to be & great
prosperity, and everything axgumed un-
wusual and distorted proportions. Bris-
tol was not the oniy place which de-
sired the distinetion of belng & city;
hut, according to the evidenen of H.

(i, Paters, shared Its ambitlon with
Ttadford. Buena Vista and Blg Stone
Gap. The Common Councll of Bris-

tol held & meeting on the I16th of De-
eambor, 1580, and directed its Finance
Committes to employ two competent
persons to take A census of the town;
rnd thig commities appointed the May-
or, who is now a member of tha Com-
mon Councll, and n gentleman whn
was  afterwards electad  Commaon-
wealth's attorney, to take the census.
fin the Tth day of January, 1890, the
Council voted to rchange the name
of Goodson to Bristol: and at that
mieeting the Finance Commlitles re-
poorted that the census had been taken
“rafthfully and well.” and filed the re-
port of the enumeralors, which was
duly sworn to, and which showed that
they completed thelr work on the 4Lh
day of January, 1500, and that the town
contained a population of 5,382, Tho
report was recelved and adopted, and
of the proceedings in refer-

A copy
& 1o the sald census, properly at-
tested, was directed to be furnished

ta Hon. E. L. Roberts, Senator for the
district composed of Washington and
Smyth, and to Hen. E. S Kendrick
and Hon. James Crow, members of the
Yiousa of Delegates from Washington
county, with Lthe reguest that they
present the same to the General As-
rombly of Virginia and take the neces-
sary sleps to secure a city charter and
Corporation  Court, That was done,
and on the 12th of Fehruary, 1800, an
act was pazsed changing the name of
Goodson to Bristol, and on the same
day another act was passed creat-
ing a Corporation Court. Hon, H. 8
Kendrick testified that he received no
nrotest from any one but Colonel Ful:
kerson, and thit ke did nmot believe
the censug fraudulent. Some i{wo or
three months laler a Tnlted States
census was taken by M. . Powers,
then an enumerator. and now o whis-
Xey gauger. under P, Summers.
United States revenue collector, and
the number of Inhabitants put at 2,049,
pnd Captzin Samuel Fulkerson testi-
fied that the town census was generals
1v diseredited, all of which may prove
that the citizens and the Council aof
the town of Bristel were enthuslastic
over their town, and desired its
growth and importance,

Eut what did Judge Rhea have to
flg with these proceedings? 1t is trun

that Captain Fulkerson testified that
he was credlted with being at thae
head aof the movement, and that he

was then the Clty Attorney for Good-
son and was directed to carry  the
rvezolutiong of tha Couneil to Rich-
mond: but the avidence does not show
that Judee Rhea had anything to do
with taking the census or any Interest
in the matter other than that of a
citizen, and that he did not expect
or desire the nosltlon of judge of the
Corporatlon Cnurt. On the contravy.

. E. 8. Hendrick testified that
after eonference with reveral
snembers of the Counecil of Bristol,
Tudge Rhen had been eelected bercause
he had been county judge of Wash-
ington county, he approached Judee
Rhea, who. at first, declined the posl-
tlon, stating that he was doing a good
ypractice and could not afford to ac-
cept the judemeship, and finally only
agreed to take the nlace for a nar
of the term, and did resign in 1895,
although every member of the har onp-
pased his resignation and petitioned
Nhim to continue in office.

Tn view of these facts, and the ac-
aquierscence on the part of all af the
citizens of Bristol, Cantain Tulkerson
heing a candidate for the office of
Commonwenlth's attorney at the first
rlection after the establishment of the
vity, and tha statemant by rounsel
ror the prosecution that £ this was
. the only charge there would haye heen
na obirction to confirmation. yonp
cammittea finds Judge Rhea not guil-
ty of this charge. 4

Charge Seconid, In re Jordon,
ua T charge that on the trlal of
the ease nf tha Commonwealth vs.

Jordan, Judge Rhea dellvereid a

very ramarkable decislon,  which

resulted in setting raid Jordan
frea: that the said deeision created

a storm of Indlgnation and critl-

cism, and many neople at the time

-

helleved and  charged that sald
decigion  had hean  procured by
hribery. T do not nretend to
wnow, and T do nat eantend, that
ilingn oharges were justifiable, but
1 Insigt that a fudee ahout \\']]nn-ll
sueh eharges liave been made s

ynfit for n pasition nhnlhe Sinto
Carporation Commission.

and Indefinite,

charga RO VREUR 3
mhich h'Inq{ts at hribery. but does nnt
charge it nnd In whieh it Ig =tatei

tonntenided that the oharee
s just!finhle, hut 14 in=i=ted that lhn_
nicre o ehorge unflts .1||.'1|:.=_1_ Rher  for
A position on the State Cornoration
Commission, does not comnend tself
ta conservallye. righi-thinking men:

that it i= nn

and, nftor the proaf was all In. coin-
gal for Senator Noel simply clabmed
that tha case was @ remerkahle ona;

Yt {5 hardly neeessary to mo Intp the
pvidence, bub to enable the memhers
nf tha Jolnt Assemibly o understand
e whola matter, this will be Lviefly

flone,
The King of Adrms, }
Tn 1892, o man named Jordan, with
some others, had voomsa at the louse
ot a man named Adaimns, with hiscon-
went, at Bristol, and Adams, It seems.
was jealous of his wife, Jordan came
homea ong uighi. and, gecording Lo the
pvldence, of Judge Rhew, tha only wit-
ness, testifylng to the facts, "the un-
contradicted evidence of Jordan and
Mrs, Adams was that JTordan came in
the front door, golng to hiy room; s
ho entersd iha hall
rha | laxa

FRWEH

¥ ma
b

Jordan a emall man) waa 1¥ing on the
4ofa) that he fmmedintely rose from
the sofa, gatheéred a very heavy cholr,
rifgad (¢t up with an oath and said he
would kil Jordan. Jordan  Imme-
dintely drew hig plstol and fired, and
Adams was killed. Upon the part of
the Commoanwealth there was proog
to dhow that, Instead of Jordan on-
tering the door, he had steathily gone
upon tha porch; and upon each slde of
the door there were glass panels, one
of which wag broken, and that he hnad
delllberately placed his pletol through
the opening in the glass pnd fired the
shot which killed Adama.

Tha attarney for the Commonwealth
(nefsted that Jordan was pullty of miur-
der in the first degree, and contend-
od for that alone, while the attorneyi
for the defense contended, upon the
uncontradictod evidence ot Jordan and
Mra, Adams, that It was a clear case
of self-defenee.  The jury hrought in
A verdlet of murder {n the second de-,

the penitentlary at twalve
Counsel for Lthe defenee movad
the court to set aside the verdiet of
the jury and prant a new trial,. Judge
Rijea ot aslde the verdlct, and. as
Jordan could not, after the verdict of
the Jury, he found xullty of murdari
In the firat degree, and, as the attor-|
ney for the Commonwealth statcd l!m.l.]
he could not bring In any dddli onal
testimany, Judge Fhei helng of epln-|
fen that mnothing but expense  conld
rerult fram another trial, nlseliarged
the prisoncr, £

Nhen Ifad No Bad Mutlve.

The evidence ahows that Jordin wies
a paor man: that his friends had to)
Talga the money to pay his eounssli!
that Judge Rhea naver saw hlm unti
lie was brought intn crpre for his tria
and there was not a scintflla of evi-|
dence even tending to prove that Judge!
Rhea lhiad any indacement or motive
fncent the proper discharge of his duty
a8 ha saw {t. Judge Rhea was asked
if he wa® a Knlght of Pythias. He
answers1l No, and It was not proved
that Jordan belorged ta that honarahle
order, and thls effort to estahlish ma-
tiva utterly falled.

Caras ke this rarely occur, hut they
do some timas, &nd Judge Rhea's nc-
ton is not without precedent. In the
cike of Tolbert agninst the State, 119
Ga, 070, the following language ap-
{'mrs, “The theory of the State wos
hit the accused was gullty of mur-
der; hils defense was that the homiclds
Wing Justifinhle. After a close axaml-
nation of the evidence, we find nothing
to show, or from which the jury could
logitimately {nfer, that the homicida
wias voluntary manslanughter. The re-
cord eliows that the accused was guilty
of murder or else was justifinble. Tt
was, therefore, error to give In charge

meant
YORTE,

LEe laws rvelitlng to voluntary man-
slaughter, and a verdict finding the
accused gullty of that offenks was

without evidenee to support it, and @
new trial should have heen granted on
these grounds'

To the same effect [s the cage of the |
State va. McKinney, 111th N, i
which cites State vs. Byars, 100th \1

012; State ve. Cox, 110th N. €., 6503
e va., Jones, 030 NJ QL BLL
Two simllar cases have been declded |
In Virginia, one in Shenandonah county |
amd one in Accomac, and by learned |
amd pure judges.  Bul, admitling for|
the wake of argument that tha Jor-
dan tase I= remarkable, there 18 na
evidence of impure motive or Imnrop-
fr Inducement, and. even if  Judge
Rhea was wrone In hls decislon, it
doeq not unfit him for a place on the
State Cornoration Commilssion.
than one-half of the cases golng to
our Supreme Court of Appeals from
cirenlt anid corparations courts, which |
are con=idered by that enurt, are re-|
versed; bt thix doss not, and ought
not to, affect the standing or’ charac-
ter of our  eircult’ and  cornoration
indges, It must alsa be Tememhered
that, three years after that deelsion.
the bar of Bristal unanimously wpeti-
tioned Judge Rhed not to tesizn his
nositinn as judge of the Corporation
Court, thus expressing their entire
confldenca in hi< integrity and ability.

Seott County Inellat,

6th. T charme that Judge

Rhen wae the author or partlel-
pated in the precaration of what
ig known as the famous Seott coun-
ty hailot., a copv of which {s &
tached lierato: the sald hallot was
u=ed in the congressinnal elsction
nf 1900 through Judee Rhea's in-
fluence, and with his knowledge;
congent and anoroval, and that he
and his frianda made efforts tn
have a like form of tirket used
in nthar countles In the district in
sald electlon

“Respectfully subhmitted.
LY

. NOEL."™
While thiz i= nnt the next charge
numerically nffered by Senater Nocl
Ir 1s thes mext in point of tinmie. and.
inagmuech ag It was used In the election
nf 1800, 1t will ha considerad heforae
the charges meds In reférence to the
election of 100%
An examination of thiz ballot will
digclnes that it had on it the names
nf qix candidales for Prasldent and
Viee-Prezident, four comnlete sets of
aleetors, one with slectors st laree,
bt na district electors, and ane with
A1l the electors exeent from three dia-
tricts. makine. with the eandidatles for
Coneress in the Ninth District. seven-
tv-6ix names,  Thoss namez had tn
on avery ticket vated In that district.
and tha anly abisction which ean he
found to tha famous Seatt conpty hiai-
ot ds in its arrangement. Under anwv
circumetances the ficket was nbliced
ta he lone and difficult to vote. hut
with na chanea In the slze of the tyne
and ' mo =nacing betwean the Alfferent
nrasidential and eongressional eandi-
dales, the ticket wns comnllcated ana
Aifficuit to vote, and dnes not cammend
{terlf an & farm of Lallat, Tha qlies-
tinn as in whether Judga Rhen hail
pnvihine to dn with this bhallat was
thoroughly tried in the contested elsc-
tlan, whieh ceeurrad between Judee
Rhiea and General Walker ,n 1500, and
upon which the enmmittes of Conpress
passed In tha following words:
Action by Concress,

“The Virginia elpction law pro-
vides that the officlal ballot shall
he a white paper ticket, contalin-
Ing the names of the persons who
have complied with the provisions
of that act, and the titles of the
offices for wlich they. are candi-
dates, printed “in  plain Toman
type, not smaller than that known
us pien.  While the letter of the
statute may have heen complied
with, several of the ballots. no-
tably that In Scott county, if legal,
were very unfalr. On these hal-
lnts wera the names of slx candi-..
dites for President and Vice-Pres
Ident, .the names of the electors for
each, and thelp resldences, and the
names of the contestant and econ-
tostee, with the titles of the offices
for which they were candidates.
No regard for order wis ohserved
In tha form of the bLallot or Lhe
arrangement of that matter, and
the names of the congressional
candidates especlally  apoear  in
nnexpected and unlooked for posl
tions, Theey were nocessnrilv very
migleading anpd cosfusing, To sy
that the elector of ordinnry in-
telllgenca and education would find
It very difficult to examine. moark
and prepare the hallot In the two
AN g hialf minutes allowed by law
s n mild expression of w mani-
fest” truth, Under the low these
offleirl ballots, not only through-
nut this district, but throughout
the wliole State ‘eould nnd should
have been uniform and sn arranged
and “printed as to nsalst rather
than confuse; and, #f the object In
preparina that were not' to tale
unfaiv advantages, then the print-
ers antd membars of the olectoral
hoard who supervised the work.:
wera gullly of grors negligence or
incomnpetency, However, your com-
mittes ls not dlsposed tn predicale
its Judement on’ susnielon merely
or on facts or clrcumstances fram
which contrary Infersnces may  he
falrly drawn, {6 not convinoed
that those unfair ballots wera tha
result of & comnon purpose, or that
they emanated from an  ecommon
BOuroe, or that the contastes ad-
viged or approved aof the use of
guch ballot, hut on the contrary,
sluggested that the hallots o madae
ns plain ag possible,” Therefore,
hig ehavesl fg dismisged!! | 00

o=

Mnr--.'t

“thig man' Adpimps
S TaRTL A

'Chiy finding shows that
ularjiquestion’ wag | caret

gree, and fixed the term of con{lnc-l-

{tha matter, and, on his flrst examina-

| On

gated and coneldered, and that Judge
Ithea wam exonerated by the report
of the commlittes, whieh was conflrm-
ad, ncenrding to the testimony, by a
wnanimous vote of a Republlecan House
Of Repreosentatives.

The Quention of Evidence.

Your eomiittes wers of oplnlon,
when the charges sweres firat made,
that (hose In reference to frauda

In the election of 1000 should not be
condldered, becnuse they had been gone
over and settled In the contested olec-
ton caan; and, therafore, 1t Eeems
proper that only so much of the testl-
many Introdiuced in raeference to the
miftter ny was not Introduced fin the
conteated election pnee should be con-
dldered by i;r:-ur committee, It Ig truo
that thers has been testimony In ref-
erence to this ballot by W, D Smith,
but, If a careful examination Is made,
it will be found not to be dlfferent!
fiom the testfmony which he gave inf
the vontested olectlon case to which
reterence lins Heen miade.  Indeed, in
his crosd-examinotlon by counsgel for
the defeénse, he wid made to repeat the
answers glven In hls deposition, and,
therafore, his testlmony need not bo
further eansidered. wuionel Richmond
aleg testifled In reference to this bal-
lot, his evidence, however, only tend-
ing to eantradiet My, W, D, Smith, and,
therefore, It cannot he ennsldered and
arlginal evidence in this investigation:
but, even If It wera to be o consld-
ered, very little If any, weight can be
attached to It. Tt seams that subsde-
quent fo 1000 he wae opposing the
confirmation of W. D. Smith ag super-
intendent of echools for Scott county,
befare the State Bchool Board; that ha
had @ copy of the testimony taken in
the Walker-Rlieg contest with h1n|:!
and, spealing about (his contest and
especially about this Bentt county 1\-‘1I—|
lot, he asked thls guestion: "Why go
tno PBristol and econsult Judge Ihea
about a legal ballot?’ *“Why go to
Erletal and prepare a hallot for the
people of Scott county to vote?' And,
according to Col. Richmond, Mr. Smith
replied: “In oredér to get a legal ballot.”
Judge Ihea Not Conmulted.

It 1= very plain that Mr, Smith aid]
not {ntend to have put upon his answer|
the constructlon which Colonel Rich-
mond thought ought to be placed upon
it; that fs, that he had consulted Judga
Rhea about the preparation of a bal.
lat, Br, 8mith, In his evidence, stated
hefors the (nvestigating committes that
he was one of the managers of the
Rhea campalgn, a8 he was chalrman of
tha district executlve committee; but
that he was elek from October until
the election, nnd only went to Demu-
cratle peadguarters  at Bristol once
during that time; that some question

arose a9 to whether the eleclors at
large ehould Le put upon the haliot,
gome eontending that only the dis-
trict electors should @appear; that, ar-
ter an o examination of the law, and
gatting nformatlon as te the noames
of the presidential candldatles and

electors, 4 paper was prepared for the

enld frauds ralsed & Btorm of in-
dlgnant protest en the part of
bath Democrats and™ Republiciis
throughout the distrlet. and Colo-
nel Blemp instlituted mandimus
progecdings In the Buprems Court,
of Appeals of Vicginia, and It wis
a foregona concluglon that thie sald
coturt would correct tho same, wnd

that not until mlg_thwna done, .”a.t

not until Judge ea  BRw 1

hondwriting oﬁ“ tha wall, did Judgs

Ithea  aver rajse hls valee 1o <

pudiate the sald frauds, or any of

them. And I further charge thar

A man who would so act Is unfit

for a high judicial Eouillo

Rhen Sent No Hmiasarien.

It will bLe observed that, according
to this tharge, certaln precincts wers |
thrown out In the counties of Ilus
sell, Washington and Wylhe, and that
alterations In the nbatracts Il['ld TE-|
turns were made ln the countles aof
Buchanan and Seott.  The charge states
that certain parties were #Rent out b
Judge Rhea to the countles of Itus
gell, Buchanan and Beott, and, wh
eyvepr Lhese men were sent, 1rrc's:=|1nr1-_.
ties oceurred, except In the county of|
Pulaski, to which Judge Prlce, from|
Bristol, was sent. The eviden 114 |
to show that Judge Rhea sent any of
these parties out; but It appears that,
At & confercnce of hia friends, held on
the niglit of the electlon (which at
that time sepmed to be very closs),
t was thought hest to take steps for
the [{;rotectiun of the Democratla in-
terests {n every eounty In the Ninth
District which could be reached, and
that these steps wera taken, not Ly
Judge Rhea, but by his friends
conference. Telegrams wero ser
Il Tate Irvine, at Blg Stone Goup,
lonk  after Lea and Wike countles
Hon, B. . Buchanan, of Marion, w
renuested to look after the returng in
Smyth: Mr. Lee Trinkle In Wythe, anad
Preston W. Campbell In Wushington
tounty.  Mr. Ashworth volunteered Lo
®0 to Russell, and Mr. Hamilton to
Heott, . On NLils way to Russell, or after
he got te Lebanon, Mr. Ashworth had
a conversation with Tom Lockert in
reference to the electlon returns. and
Mr, Lockert voluntered to go to the
caunty of Buchanan, It is true that in
the county of Russell four Republican
precinets “wera thrown out; that the
only testlmony given In reference to
tha cause was that 4t one of the pra-
eincts the Ilepublicans had locked the
houss In which electlonsg had bLeen ac-
custamed to be held, and which belong-
ad to Mr. Dlckinson, & Republiean, and
tormer Senator. amd one of the wit-
nesses for the prosecutlon befors the
Confirmation Commitlee; that they had |
moved the polls slderablo .\iu.i
tance away, hkad surrounded (he vot-|
Ing place,” and, for at least Lalf a
diay, voted an unofficial ballot.

At the othar precinets which were|
thtown out. frregularities had occur-|
red from fallure tg seal up the poll
books, as the law required the poll
boole and ballats to be, and these pre-
cinets were thrown out, which made n

Buldance of thuse who had to have the
ballots prepared In the several coun-

tles; that this paper only contadned|

*lthose nimes, and that they were not in|are

the =ame arrangement, a5 far as he!
could recollect, of the BScott rou!il.‘r’l
hallot, but wera very different; that|
the paper was noteintended to be A/
ballot or to bo the form of a ballot,|
but simply to give the information @8
to the names of the candidates who|
should appear thereon. He was goma-
what doubtful ns to whether

he had}
eyvfr talked with Judge Rhea about)

1
tion, stated positively that he hod not.
hix second examination. he didj
not think he had; and, finally, wlhen|
hiz deposition, given six years before,}
was called to his attention, in \v!;lrhi
heo distinetly stated that Judge Rhea
had never been consulted about thot]
paper, he said that hls answers glven|
then were truo.
Lost Fewer Votes In Giles.

Judge Rhea absolutely denied that
he knew anything about tha Scott
county ballot, or had anything to do
with its preparation, or knew that it
was going to be used, and stated that,
if he had known it was going to be
used, he would have protested agatnst
it; that he wanted a plain ballol;
that the Democrats of the Ninth Dis-
trict had a good deal of pride In the
preparation of thelr ballot and did
naot like to call the judges of election
to assist them, while the Republicans
were very willing to do so; and thut
he lost fewer voles in the ecouniy of
Giles, where a perfectly plain hallot
was used, than he dld In Scott coun-
ty, where the ballot unddr discussion
was used by the voters. If the bal-
1ot it=elf Is examined, It will be found
that Judge Rhea's name, as & candl-
date for Congress, appears in the sec-
ond column under the ticket of Debs
and Harriman, and unot at all where
t naturally should have appeared; that
ig, just under tite ticket of Willlam
Jennings Bryan ond A H. Stovenson.
It was, however, In & position where
it could be readily seen and erased,
while the name of General James A.
Walker {8 In the third and last col-
umn, a little below the middle of It
and in a position which required al-
most the whole of the ticket 1o he

read before it was reached. When
we remembar that, If a ticket was to
be prepared, having for iis object
Lenefit to Judge Rhea, the name of
his opponent pught to have been in a
pesition whera it could Lave heen
readlly  Reen and thus readlly
scratched, while Judge Ithen's
name should have been in n position

wiileh would make it difficult to find,

Tt was. therefors, manifestly agalinst

Judge Rhea's interest to have preparel

such o ticket as tha Scott county bal-
t

ot,

Mr. Cox testifies that somo thnp af-
ter tha election ha was told by a man
named Brown, who was a printer at
Gate City, that he had been a striker
for Senator Quay, of Pennsylvania, and
that Te had a copy of the ballot used
in some of the elections in that State,
and that the Seott county hallot was
copled by him, so0 far as the arrange-
ment of iis names was concerned, from
tha Pennsylvania ballot, and that he
iild this becanse ho had a splte against
General James A, Walker.

Welghing this evidenca as !mpar-
tinllv as we ecan, your commitize hns
reachad the conclusion that Judge Wil-
liagp F. Rhea, whe, 1T must be vemem-
herpl, wis wnming a vigorous hattle
In the Ninth Dlistrict. and, thorefors,
at his headquarters but very little dur-
Ing the canvass, had nothing o do with
the preparation of the Scott county

ballot, and did not know of its ex-
Istence untfl after the olectlon, And
your committes so finds.

Treawds aud Irregulncitics In Rlection
of 1002, Teiween Slemp nnd IRhen,
4. T ghirge further, that in tho
race for Congress between Judee
Rhea and Onlonel C. Slemp, n 1802,
the unofflelnl reports, which' an
the nlght of the electlon and the
day after tha election  were re-
celved at the headauarters of hoth
< political parties, ghowed that Colo-
nell Slemn hnd heen elected by o
small majority, to-wit, about 400;
that thereunon ' concerted move-
ment was inpugurated by JTudge
Rhen and snme of his followers
to ohange this resnlt: that In Seott
connty the  certificates  of tha
Juders af election were mulllateg]
and Tovgerl ‘sp as Lo chnags the
vate by 138 wvotes: that in “Buoh-
anan eounty the certificnte nf the
election: honrd was mutilated an
ehanged beforve It reached the of-
flue of the Beoretarv of Stole sn
as to make a Aiffaranes of 100
votea inoJdudea Rhea's favor: that
In Washlngton, Rus=ell and Smyth
conntlies tha election commlissinn-
ers, when they oame to count tha
vota, were Indnesd tn leave aut ani
rafudn to count, without any fusti-
finhla cansa whatever, dlvera nrp-
eingle which had =lven mainritles
for Slenmn, ea that' the vate, ay

certifind hv them, changed tha pa- |

eplt in  favor of Judee Rhea, in
Washington eountv. 17A vates, iy
Pnakpll onunty 110 votes and jn

Wetha eonnty 148 vaotes, nand ithat
tha ngererals rasnlt of said sevara)
feards was such ag to wive dTudes
S Mhen, an the faca of the vetirns,

snma two ar thiea hundred mnp-
tnvity, T further sharsa that Tnidgn

Thea was 8 narty. ar b Teaast knaw

af all ne rome nf tha ‘entd feauds, |

hut: navertlielass, (e dld _.;mt‘, Ta-
il f i

nigle ¥ 't-* o

censiderable  difforence In favor of
Judge Rhea in the county of Husesll,
There (s no evidence, liowever, that
Ashworth, who got to Lebanon
the day hefors the vole was canvass-
ed, had anything to do with the action
of the canvassing boeard in reference
to throwing out! these precincts, nor
is It sirange that the commissinners,
who reallized that the returng and poll
books did not comply with the require.
ments of the law and who acted on the
advice of Mr. Bert Wilson, allorney
for the Commonwealth, threw put th
precinets,  Befors this queslion w
eettled Ly the Supreme Court the
Wis great difference of opinion
amongst lawyers upon thisg point, many
of them contending that, In as much ag
the canvassing board could not take
testimony: and had to be gulded by
the returns and the requirements of|
tha law in reference thereto, th-'.'_\'i
should throw out these returns when-|
ever the legal requiremants were not
complied with, but that a court of
competent jurisdiction, upon a writ of
mandamus, and, when proof could be
taken, showing that the poll books,
ag exhibited to the canvassers at the
clerk's office, were In the same con-
ditlon as when they left the hands
of the judges of election, should order
the votss to be canvassed. This view
had been taken at least threa times
by the Congress of the United States.
Onen In the enntested election case of
Platt vs. Goode, from the Sacond THs-
triet of Virginia: once in the caze af
Abbott wvs. Frost, from some district
in Massachusetts, and once In Goode
v&. Fpes, from the Fourth Disirict of
Vireinia.

The conduct of Mr.
Lebanon was made the subject of a
gond deal of testimony, but nathing
pnpears in the evidence tiken hefore
the committee, which casts any ve-
flectlon whatever upon the proorietw
of hiz action Tha peonle whom he
associated with while at Lebanon were
such men as AL C. Clark, the treasurer;
Eert Wilson, the Commonwenlth's at-
torney: Dr. Grant and ofhers, against
whom not can Le sald.

S,

1t is true that Mr, Dickinson testi-
fies that ha went to the eclerk's oifice
on the night of the Gth of November.

Ashworth  at

and that, when he tried to open the
door, he found it locked: but, when,
at hiz demand, the door was unlneked.

he went in and found Mr, Ashworth
Bert Wilson nnd others: and that, on
the #th, finding that ihe canvassers
hiaid losked themsalves up in the clerk’s
offlce and would not give him admls-
slon, he burst anen the door by main
strength, and found Mr, Ashworth _and
Bert Wilson with the canvassers. Both
of Lhese gentlemen pronouncs  these
statements of Mr. THekinson ns abso-
lutely false, and the statements are
not sustained by the evidence or by
the clrenmstances. of the case.

Tt is al=a true that, after the ah-
stract of the vote had been made up
and mailed, It was taken from the
office by the deputy clerk who stated
that he d@id it for the npurpose of cor-
recting additions, and that, whan thosc
corrections  were made, the abstract
was again sealed up, and, Instead of
belng mailed, was handed to Mr, Ash-
worth with the request that he would
mail the same at Abingdon. the state-
ment being made to him that it wa=s
deemed’ unwisa te mall the abstract
at Lebanon heecause the postinaster
was o strong Repuhlican. “Mr. Ash-
worth came from Bristol In R private
conveyance, and, upon his relurn, pnss-
el near Abingdon, and. as it would
have heen late at meht when ha got
to Bristol, he enncioded  to  Eo by
Abingden and take the traln at that

point, The train eaveving the Eastern
mail had left Abingdon when he ar-
rived, and, as It was some distance
from the station to the nost-office.
he kopt the latter until he reached

Bristol and malled it the next morn-
Ing in tlme to take the first enstbound
train. by whlen it reached Richmond
exactly at the samne thue It would
have done If he had malled it ot Abing-
don, Fle testifiad Lhat hie dld not open
the envelopa and the evidence of the
Secretary of the Commonwenlth states
that it reached his ortica safely  The
testimony thoroughly accounts for the
action of Mr,  Ashworth, and shows
that he had nothing whatever to do
with any fraud or feeeguleelly in the
connty of Russell
One Wiiness Tn Dead,

Mr., Hamilton, wha went to Sgott, s
dead, and it was= therefore, Imnossible
to put him on the stindiobut there is
Npevidencs whiclh conneets him with
the alteratinn whivh wag maie of the
paturns of thoe vote of that cownity, Thiy
alleration ann meerlaln mAngdi-
mus nrocesding ingtituted by Colo-
nel. Blemp shortly after the electinn,
and was admitted by Judge Rhen, whao,

however,  emphatically  denfed = all
Hnowladea of the matter unti] \Fome
time nfter the slectlon, and stated that

Te would not heve permitted 1t 1¢ he
nw .
h";'l,, l'-ﬂ‘.,.:':f{m. It 15 knught to connect
Tidge Rbea with this slteration s by
proving  that W. Lh Bmith was  hilg
tlode parsanal and nolltlonl frlend: that
tha peturng were chitnzed inithe olerlsts
offieo after ey Dl heen put |;_1-_t,|m
whicl, liowever, wis nots loclk

nilt, i
:(]:ul.hm thy clerk's oftlee L5, mot
henlen open, and thit n e named
AMinnlek, who wis depulv clerl wiys

.|1|-]lt\; Gft '.htn‘ HnJ.lrl”“"' 13,
3 1 had & kay to the offlne, Tt
"‘ur:;:mp:l:]‘:uﬂ- howevar, - by Mr. Hteven-
§on,olenle of the court, that My Nin-

Ahe brothoer

| FERson
| tonslderation the action of Mr, Smith
| on

Pwiae clerk of the court in

mdan of good chardcler o
WEA N0 Iiuﬂ“'ll',t*"-.l‘“-"“'.""”-"‘“"“ﬁ“u

wlhatever with the alteration of the re-
turng, and had been retained in hls
employment after that was done. This
fng, however, does not take into

the 10th diay of November, 10602,
and while the elestlon must hinve baen
In_doubt to all excepl those who had
Information at hendguarters,

It will he remembered that on that
day W D, Bmith called o mass-meet-
Ing of tha Democrats of Scoth coin-
ty, and that at that meeting n serles
of resolutions “wers passed whieh
gtiated that the Democrats of Scott
county would not support any clalin
Judga Rhea might make to the eles-
tlon under thedes clrocumstances.
alto shown that W, D. 8mith was not
at Gate Qity after the election until
court day of the following week, and
no conhpction 14 shown between the

(Bald Smith and the alteratlon of the

avl-

sald roturns, nor s there any &
i

denon  whatever which connects
therawith,
In Buchnnon County.

In Buchanan gounty It appears from
¢ testimony of W, L. Lennls, who
1uul, Lhat
Mr, Lockert cama- thera to his county
and asked §f the canvassing board had
met, and Inguired in regard to the ro-
turns; that he doesa not know whether
Mr, Lockert was predent with the board
it the cleri’s oftlce while the returns
Wwere being canvossea, but thinks ho
was, After the relurng wera caonvasscd
und certitied, Mr, Dennls left the of-
fice, leaving the returns on the table;
that he left In the offlca Mr, I1ibbitts
and Mr. John €, McCoy, but s not sure
whether Mr. Lockert waus In thers or
not, but, in his opinlon, he was; that
when he came back he tool the certlfi-
cates and malled one to the Secretary
af the Commonwealth and filed tho
othier In his offlce: that he was told
that there was o difference of a hun-
dred votes between the certificates
sent to the SHecretary of the Commot-
wealth and that retilned by him; that
My, Hibblitts and Mr, MeCoy wore botl

th

Republicans, and  sr. Hibbitts very |Sounty, !

prominent; that Mr. MeCoy was his| DIid it have any reference to
deputy clerk: that He does not know Buchanan county?

what were the politics of Mr, Loclert, |, A It follows In this langiage, and

but thinks he was i Democrat,

It will be observed that thera is no
avidence whatever rto  connect Mr,
Lockert with any of
which were evidently committed by
soma  overzealous political friend of
Judge Rhea, and as Judga Rhea tostl-
fles, without his knowledge or con-
sent.  This statement eppears to be
proved by the actlon of Judge Rhea
at the time. The election took place
upon' the 4th of November, 1802, and
the canvassing board met upon the
6Lth of that month. Upon tha Sth the
returns showed that Judge Rhen was
elected, the facts in reference to the
alteratlon of the certificate not then
appearving, and the only irregularities
of which Judge Rhen séems to bo cog-
nlzant wera the throwlng out of the
reclnicts of Austinville and Patterson,
n Wythe, and Mendota, In Washing-
ton county; that when he came to look
into the matter Lo found that hie was

not elected if the returns from the
precincts  last menttoned should bé
cCuntad.

Ithen's Card to Newspaper,

On the 10th of November, and hefore
he niad any notlee of the action of
the Democrats at Gata City, I Scott
county, ha issued & card, which wns
published the next day in the Bristol
paper, nnd whilch ia as follows:

“I_have nat been (n a position
until now o make any detalled
statement as (o the result of tha
recent electlon, nor am I now able
to but partlally do so. The only
definite information I have received
#5 to the grounds upan which any
returns have heen rejected hae hoen
B4 10 the precinets of Austinville
Jand Patterson, in’ Wythe county,
and Mendota, In Washington. Whila
I am sure that the board of com-
missioners In each of =ald coun-
tles wera perfectly honest and con-
#eientlous in thelr belief that said
returns should ba rejected, hecause
of legal technicalitles, and that
they had no legal right to count
sald wvotes, yet I pelieve that the
votes of the two precinets of Pat-
terson and Mendola properly be-
long to my opponent. and wauld
probably elect him and entitle him
to the certifleate. rhus belleving
It a ecertificate of election were ls-
sued to me by the State board of
canvassers, based on the exclusion
of the precinets mentioned, I would
decline [t
It wis asserted In the charge that
Judge Rhea did not Issue this card
“unul the handwriting appeared upon
tha wall;" that Is, until he knew that
Mr, Slemp had commenced mandamus
proceedings to require the canvass-
ers, In the several counties where tho
precinets werg thrown out, to meet and

count those precinets. But, this s not
true, accordlng Lo the evidence, The
mandamus  procecdings were not

agalnst Judge Rhea, and hie was not o
party to them, and the notices wera not
served untll the 10th of November, the
same day on which we issued hily card.
One of the notices, and the first, was
served on W, O, Booker, one of the
commlizsioners of election. in Wash-
Ington county. and the others do not
appear to heve been served until the
11th; but Judge Ithea absolutely de-
nies thit he had any notice of thesa
mandamits proceedings or of the meet-
ing at Gate City, untll after he had
prepared and had published the eard,
a copy of which appears In this re-
port.  Judge Rhea's conduct, therefore,
shows that ha did not proposa to inke
advantage elther of frauds or [rregu-
laritles, und thinat as soon as he dlscov-
ared thal he had not rvecelved, a mn-
jarity of the gualifled voters of thae
Ninth Distriet, he stated vublicly and
in writing that he would decline to
recelve the certificate from  the can-
vassing board it It waz tendered him.
It must be remembered in this eonnec-
tion that while Juage Rhea had been
the contestes in two election contests

It was

theso frauds,

befora the Coangress of the United
Htatew, wlhieh, In both instances, wery
Republlean, In oné contest the eom-
mitten reported In his favor by o vote
of 7 to' 4, and that the other com=
mitten reported unanimously in his i
vor, anid thot hoth reports wora unanl-
mongly contlemed hy & Republlean
House of Hepresentatives.

We, therefore, flnd thnt tlilx clinrge
agninkt Judge Mhen s not austnined by
T evidence,
Telegrum 1o M, €. Clork nnd Others,

Your eommittes deema It proper to
Elyva to the General Assembly tho re-
#ult of Its Investigation In respect to
A cartaln  telegram, which purported
to Lo sent by W, F. Rhea to Mro M, C
Clark and others, at Lebanon, In No-
vember, 1862, This telegram wis sent
from Bri2tol, or appears to have besn|
sent from Bristol, to Honnker, within
i mile of which Mr. Clark, who 1%
treasurer of Ruesell eounty, reslded;
that this telegram was forwarded over
a private wire telephone llna of Hon,
Henry €. Stuart from Honaker, the
telegraph station to the Etore of Mr,
Stuart, at Flk Garden, and was taken
by one of his clerks and written out
on e pad lying on the tolephone; that
A, Stuart emme In his stora on the
Gth of November and saw tha pad,
not recolleat whether the telegram wos
dnted the Gth or 6th of November, but)
remembers (¢ ag follows:

Q. Waell, sir, witll you.glye us the
substance of that telegram?

A. The telégram was dated Bristol—
headed Briatol; I cannot recall whether
It was of the date on which I saw 1t
or the' day previous,

€. What was the date on which you|

it i

A: The date that I saw it was No-
vember fth, It read this way, about
this way: “Meef party at Lebanon to-
[morow, who leaves hera to-day.”
Slther that way or, “Meet party o=
at Lebanon whe leaves here yester-
day.'  That was the sense of t—thn
party was leaving the day before and
waa to ba met that day. That was all
thit referr to any matters In Russell

T still gquota only substance: “Get pog-
sesslon of" or “get hold of Buchan-
an returns and hold them,'"” or “with-
hald tham," prﬂbabliy “hold them.” “Im-
portant that I should have certiflcate,”
or “must have certiflcate, If possible.'*
It waas within about the meaning of
those worda that I have glven in the
alternative,
Mr. Stuart Not Cerialn.

Mr, Stuart stated that he did not
know whether Judga Rhen sent that
telegram or not; but upon seelng It
upon the pencil pad and {n consequence
of information which ha had received
from 3r. Routh., who came from Lebn-
non and wasa acting for M. C. Clark In
the collection of taxes, he wrote i
letter to Mr. Bert Wilson, Comnion-
wealth's attorney, whleh appears upon
the record, but need not he copled
here,

As soon ag Mr. Stuart left the stand,
without knowing svhether the original
telegram could be produced or not,
Judge Ithea at once testified that he
had naver sent such a telegram. Fvery
effort seems to have been made on
the part of the defensp to secure If pos-
sible  the woriginal telegram and all
posgible information in relation there-
to. A telegram was sent to Bristol
asking Mr. Peters, 'of that place, to
make all possibleg Inquiries  for thae
orlginal telegram. which appearyg from
the telegram to Mr. Peters and hils re-
ply, which are as follows:

"Richmond, Va., Feb, 4, 1008,

"To . G. Peters, John W. Price
and J. A. Stone, Bristol, Va.:
“Go to Western Union office and

see If you ean find a mossage al-

mothnods and wha testified that eaple
of all telegrama sent out were Kéep
In earbon booke, stoted that no such
telogram win sant: that, (¢ (¢ had baen
sent, ha was obhligod to hava known
1ts that sineca the testimony of Mr

In which all motters In
the electlon which hne not heon do-
stroyell wera kept, and that ha could
only find two telegrams, baoth of which
were produced before the committee
and both of which wers slgned “Wm,
', Rhea!" Judge Tthea gtated after
congldering the mattar that ha had had
some talle with Mr, Stone, and {t was
possible that Mr. Stone had sent soma
telegramy, but In his conversation na
mention was made of Buchanan, and
that no Improper suggastion ever pasas
ed from him to Mr, Stonie, or from Mr,
Htone to himself. It seems, therefore,
that this telegram must hava bean
gent hy =ome one without the knowl-
adge of Judge Mhex. It eould hardly
have heen sent Ly one of his friends,
and It might have been sent hy soma
politicnl enomy who desirad to” creats
testimony agalnst him and In favor of
Ar. Slemp,

Without deelding whether this
true or not, your committea la of opln-
inn that Judge Rhea never sent the

and which AMr. Stuart testiffes to hiave

Choracter of Judge Rhen.
One of the gpeciflcations In the first

Senator Noel was that he was an un-
serupulous  pelitielan. Coungel for
Judge Rliep excepted to thls charge,
becanse  ft was too indafinite,  Your
eommltten ruled out the charge, but
stated that any evidence might ho In-
traduced affecting the truth and  in-

helng of oplnfon that the prosecution
wig entitled to show anything tonch-
Ing these two charancteristics, which
avery good man ought to have, and

thrawn
1] &

wa=  thus
tha introduction

The door
open  for

he bad,
widaly
avidenca from 3
from other portlons of the State, but
especially from that districet, in which
Judga Rhea had waged nt
hotly-contested and exelting
palgns, and in which, from his very
natures, he must have made many do-
termined enemlies aa well As many da-=
voted friends. No testimony whatsver
wag Introduced by the prosecution

of truth and
Judge Rhea

integrity; and,
introduced such men ad
M. Poage, of Ahingdon; Dr. Georga
15, Wiley, aof Bristol: General James
Maglill, of Pulaski; Hon. H. 5. Ken-
drick, of Bristol, and Hon. J. O, Byars,
of Brizfol, when the first witness was
Rhien's good charncter. counsel for the
prosecution wera asked
they expected to  introduce any proof
upon thiz polnt, and they declared that
they did not, and admitted that every
other one of the witnesses summon=
el to testify as to character would
iake the sama statement that M
Preston W. Campbell had made—this,
In the opinfon of the commlittoe, was
an admission upon the part of tha
prosecution that they could not intro-
duca any evidenee which would show,
or tend to show, that there was any
cloud or stain upon the wveracity anid

integrity af Judgoe Rhea. In addi-
tion to thiz avidence, the Governop
of this Commonwealth was summon-

ad as o witness by the prosecution and
asked to produce all letters and pa-
pevs, bearing upin the appointinent of
dudge Rhen ns State Corporation Com=
misgloner.
Governor Prodoced Papers.
The CGovernor appeared with evary

leged to have heen sent by me Lo

M. L Clark, Honaker, diated No-

vember boor 8, o0l Wira me

fully quick. WAL 1% MHEA."

[ received this cssage this af-
ternoon:

“Judge W. T.. Rhea, care Rich-

mond Hotel, Richmond, Va..

“All telegrams  destroyed when
twelve months old by telograph
company. You nover wired Clark.
Ashworth and Lobanon partlos act-
od regarding Buchanan, You had
no reason to do so0," !

Oll Telegrnnn Were Deairoyeil.
Mr, Thompson, who I8 In the employ

of the Western Unlon Telegraph Com-
pany, testified that all telegrams of
that comprny were destroyved after six
months: that a telegram from Bristol
to Honaker swent through two relays—
thut s, [t was twice repeated, and that
it went through some fifty telegraph
offices; and that while ordinarlly te
grams were only liswened to by oper
tors, for whom they were intended.
thut In election timea, where there
was mueh  exeltement, more interest
was exhlblted, It, therefore, appears
that thls telegram might hive baen
henrd by ot least fifty people. The tes-
timony Is that Lebanon was forty or
forty-two miles from Grundy, the coun-
ty seat of Buchanan, and that Honaker
wag elghtean mileg from Grundy, and
that It was Impoesible It u telegram
hed been dated of the 6Lh for o mes-
genger to have heen sent either from
Tonaker or Lebanon to Grundy, the
county sedat of Huchanan, (n time ! to
have accomplished any results in rel-
erenee (o the returns,

It {= difficult to understand, leaving
out of view Judge Rhea's deninl, how,
after golng through' two contestad
elostions and knowing the bearine
which suech o message would have in
the event of a conirest, he should have
gent o telegram such as has bheen de-
seribed in this report, and lable tn
have been heard by Republican as well
s Damoeratic oparators,

Not Sizned In Itegular Way.
Tlhera is another elreumstanes which

muet b considered: that is that Judge
Tthen always slened his name "Wm, T
Tthea  This telegram was slgned "W,

*, Tthea,'" 3r, Davis, the confidential
secratnry of Judge Rhea for four years,
amwd whn thoroughly understood his

paper on his file and stuted that while
he could not parmit them to be pub-
H=hed hacause It would hoe agalngt pib-
He polley and would prevent the Ex-
ecutive from receiving information in
other cages, vet that every paper in his
office, bearing In any way upan tha
appointment of Judge Rhea, was open
to inspection of enunsgel for the prosc-
cution amd the defense, the Commijttea
on Conflrmation anug every member of
the General Assembly of  Virginia. Ha
testified that he had been assoclated
with Judge Rhea in the Congress of
tho United States for two terms;: that
he had known lim for miny yorrs:
that he was & man of abllity and char-
acter, and that he appolinted him be-
cause of hig legislative and judicial
experience and abllity, and was will-
ing to risk  the success of his admin-
Istratlon upon the manner In which
Judge Rhea should discharge the du-
I_.[e:s af his offico as Stata Corporalion
Commissioner. This testimony to tha
character of Judge Rhea as a 'man of
truth and Integrity must sustain’ hils
evidence In every case of conflict and
must add welght and forca to every-
thing t
cise, \

Your committes has not gmone asg
fully into this testimony as it might

Confirmation of Judge Rhea

charges made dgainst Judge Rhea by

tegrity of Judge Rhea, the commiltes o

which If it man does possess he cannot |

the Ninth Dlstrict, and ©

Btunrt, ho had gone through tho boxes, .
refarence (o'

14 54

telegram to M. €, Clark, at Honaker, ©

geen an the telephons pad In his store. |

least threa !
cani=

vhich tonded in any way to atffect tha | -
character of Judgo Rhez as a man | -
when

Preston W, Campbell, of Abingdon; H. ©

put on the stand and testified to Judge -

whethar -

o which lie hias testitled in this -

have done. hut 1f was thought best to

glve Its findings in as short o compass
ag poessible, becnuse the evidance will
ha before every member of tha foint
Amsembly, who can examine {t for him-

imiiiee  finds
hinrg ferred ngainst ¥
Tthen by . Noel nre not sustained
by the evidence anbmitted 1o this com-
mittee, and ihat the evidence aubmit-
1ed I not such aw in ouvr oplulon dis-
qualifics Willinm ¥, Rhen from merving
nx o member of the Siate Corporation
Commilssion.

All of which is most respectfully sub-

mitted, !
TIIOS, S, WEST,
Chalrman;
FDWARD BCHOLS,
MERRITT T. COOKE,
WM. Bl MANN,
GO, T, RISON.
JND, O J
5. H, WILSON,
ALEX, STITART,
TYSON JTANNEY.

£l
£
]

Senator Wickham's Strong Plea and
Argument Against Rhea’s Confirmation

Aw o preliminary lo apy correct noncln-
slon we must 1 tha rules undepr whicl this
inquiry ought o he conducted, 1f  this
committer sits a8 a eviminal court and Is
all the technleal rules of the crim-
feal law, then It must find thit no Inoelml-
nating  fact exists unless It is m-nv_ml L=
vend all reasonable doubt,  In this view af
the commutter’s duty, which secms tnll.a
that hebl in the report of the majority, T
dipot eoneur, Onothe contrary; it seciif
to ma that the committes sits as ncourt of

Beand Iy

Inquicy to asoerteln what tha real facts e,
m.}'u 1o peport  them and o te - conelusluns
thereon to the Joint Assembly. As o vdly,

gq, tha majoriey
and in the naturs of things, il 3
atiya committes conudt have

Ve oany Ie
O nieal | knowledge b anply properly
the technlenl tules of evidenc Tt waould
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PEO00. Judga Rhea was then chty atlovned. | gl o shane that the purpose in preparing
and the census was talen By the Mayor aodiyp e o “pajlor waos to defeat the will of the
e ilton, [This census was taken I eotlon of Judge Rhew,
with the view of csTublishing a corporation fy. s Ithea testifies that he
coprt, which could be dono only In towns| .o n o, proportionately, where a
Eaving 6,000 ‘or more. Very shortly sElevd gy, pajiot usedd.  But he Is eerialnly -
thi census was taken the court was culll\lr- prrtly Inoerrop as o this, for as the evidenca
Ushied, and almost Immediately - Twdge Rhew | o0 S asintinlly tha same  ballot wis
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Lz peared over ln easy fargetiulness.
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i dudge Bhen know of the preparation
hig ballot? On this pelnt wa have the
tmony ve Mr. Wo D, 5mith and of Judge
n himsalf. Tho testimony of Mr. . Cox
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wriledd. For in what  concelvable . way
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Quoting Regord on Rhew.

On paga 437 of the record (printed’ rocard,
page 1580 Judge Rhea testifies that he saw
hls  headguirters, in Bristo] BoIge . typas

'te to show, ns he supposad, the

b names and go forth eould e placed in
porticulay order, and that he had answered
once It vould not be done. Ha testites

page 1861, that thiz typawrltten ahaok
ol nothlng wrong on It anpd
nethibng unlawtnl about it and that as far
s he lenew 1t was intended slmply as o
Fuldlo to the slectoral board,
not mtate thers oy elyswhers in what partls
L thut typewrltton eheot differsd
from or vessmblod tho Bcatt county ballot,
ke dovs deny, libwever, repeatedly, and in
tha mpdt empliatic terms,  that ho knew op
npproved s of the Sedtl eounty ballot,. Mr,
AW DL Bfnfth testified gt great length, and
hlg tasthiony 18 perhaps moge vahisbls tor
whit le trigld not to aay than Whnt bs aol-
uully ¢l say, Judge Rheid hau testified that
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